Andr ew,
Pl ease see bel ow several comments regardi ng draft#1

1) Manufacturers of photol umi nescent and tritiumexits will maintain
that no additional lighting is required to "charge" their product, and
that this

qualification is not needed. Qur contention is that the best case
illumination | evels provided by these products does not provide
sufficient illumnation

for safe egress and that these products should not be conbined with,
or associated with the Energy Star qualification program

2) Section 3a: "Lum nance Depreciation” indicates a requirenent stating
that the associated product will experience |ight output depreciation
and

that the product should be replaced at regular intervals. W would
suggest that Energy Star requirenents woul d demand that all qualifying
product s

mai ntain or exceed "average | uminance |evels" for the entire
warranty period at a mnimum Chloride Systens products are engi neered
and desi gned

to pass original UL 924 |um nance requirements well past our norma
warranty period. Many products on the market today are utilizing power
supplies

that drive the led circuit well past nornal operating limts in
order to pass UL |um nance requirenents. This practice will npst
certainly lead to a rapid

depreciation of the led light output available for normal operation

I will forward other comments fromour staff as we further evaluate the
1st draft. Please call if you wish to discuss any of our commrents.

Regar ds, Doug Andrews
Chl ori de Systemns

Phone: 910-259-1000
Fax : 910-259-1103



